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VINTON, and H. EVERETT, and supported 
by Messrs. POLK, BEARDSLEY, and GIL- 


ER. 

Mr.STEWART moved the prvone question; 

which was seconded and agreed to. 
The amendment of the Senate was then con- 

curred in—ayes 93, noes not counted. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for certain forti- 
fications, already commenced, was taken up. 

A portion of the amendments adopted in the | 
committee to the Senate’s amendments were con- | 
curred in. an 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating | 
$75,000 for the repair of the fortifications in Bos- 
ton harbor was read. 

The question being on the amendment to 
this item, adopted in committee, appropriating 
$3,000,000, to be expended by the President in | 
the recess of Congress, if he should deem it ex- | 

edient, for the military and naval service, includ- 
ing fortifications, ordnance, &c., 

r. HIESTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, J. J. Allen, William Allen, Beale, Bean, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Bodle, Boon, 
Brown, Bull, Bunch, Bynum, Cage, Cambreleng, 
Carmichael, Casey, Chaney, Samuel Clark, Con- 
nor, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Denny, Dickerson, | 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Horace Everett, Forester, | 
William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Graham, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, 
Hamer, Hannegan, James Harper, Harrison, 
Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, Howell, Hubbard, 
Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, | 
Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kavanagh, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Lea, Lee, Love, 
Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Manning, 
JohnY. Mason, May, McIntire, McKay, McKim, 
McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, 
Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Muh- 
lenburg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Parker, Patter- 
son, Pearce, Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, 
Polk, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Speight, 
Steele, Stewart, Sutherland, illiam Taylor, 








Francis Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 
Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagner, Ward, White, 
Wise—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Chilton Allan, 
Ashley, Barringer, Bates, Beatty, Bell, Bouldin, | 
Bri g8, Campbell, Chambers, Chinn, Claiborne, 
William Clark, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Darling 
ton, A. Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Dickson, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, 
Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Gamble, Garland, Ghol- 
son, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Grennell, Griffin, 
Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Hazeltine, Hiester, 
W. Jackson, William Cost Johnson, King, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Martindale, Marshall, McKen- 
nan, Mercer, Miner, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, 
Pinckney, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Robert- | 
son, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Slade, Spangler, William P. Taylor, Phile- 
mon Thomas,Trombull, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, | 
Watmough, Elisha Whittlesey, Williams, Wil- 
son, Young—77. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 

eed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was then concurred in. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 
The bill making appropriations for light-boats 
buoys, &., was A hes a a ; 


he amendments of the Senate (which had 
n agreed to in committee) were concurred in. 
THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 

_ Mr. E. WHITTLESEY submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was unanimously agreed to: 
That the thanks of this House be pre- 

sented to the Hon. Joun Bext, for the able, im- 
partial, and dignified manner in which he has 
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presided over its deliberations, and performed the 
arduous and important duties of the chair. 


BRANCH MINTS. 
The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 


|| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
| Speicut in the chair,) on various bills from the 
| Senate, &c. 


BRANCHES OF THE MINT. 
The first bill considered was ‘* An act to estab- 


| lish branches of the mint of the United States.”’ 


Mr. C P. WHITE moved an amendment 
establishing a branch at the city of New York. 
Mr. McKINLEY said he was favorably dis- 


|| posed towards the amendment, but it was evident 


itcould not be sanctioned by the Senate at this 
late hour. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG advocated the amend- 
ment. 


The amendment was lost, and the bill was laid | 


aside. 
THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The committee next took up and considered 
the bill for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; which was laid 
aside. 


JUDICIAL LIMITS. 


The committee then took up the bill entitled an 
act supplementary to the act entitled an act to 
amend the judicial system of the United States. 

The provisions of this bill, as before stated in 
the Globe, are these: 

It provides for consolidating the circuits com- 
posed of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, with that 
composed of Delaware and Maryland, and re- 
quiring Judge Baldwin to hold the circuit courts 
in the Delaware and Maryland circuit, so as to 
obviate the canna of appointing a Judge of the 
Supreme Court in that circuit, and thereby to ex- 
tend the circuit system to the Western States. 

Mr. HARDIN proposed an amendment to the 
bill, the substance of which he stated. Instead of 
eight circuit judges, he proposed nine. If the 


House would take a review of the United States, || 


it would be evident to every one that eight judges 
were too few. The Supreme Court required 
sixty days, besides what the States of the new 
proposed circuit would require. The bill before 
the House would require above forty weeks of the 
undivided attention of the judge of the new circuit, 
more labor than any man could well perform. 
Besides, there was a great propriety in making the 
number of judges to be an odd number, similar to 
committees of the House, because, if they were 
equally divided, no adjudication could be made. 
Mr. H. farther explained the provisions of his 
amendment as to the regulation of the new circuits. 

Mr. ROBERTSON opposed the amendment. 
A similar proposition was made to that Honse 
some years ago, which was debated for three 
weeks, and defeated, as he feared the present bill 
would be. 

Mr. GARLAND said, if the amendment were 
adopted, the bill would be defeated asa similar 
one had been six or seven years ago. That bill 


yassed the Senate, and when it came into the |) 


ouse was defeated by a similar amendment to 
the present. He urged upon the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Harpin,] if he was favorable to 
the bill, to withdraw his amendment at once. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, also opposed 
the amendment on the same ground, and called 
upon the committee to take the question upon it 


| at once. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, expressed his 
approbation of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. It has been offered at 
his instance by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and had one good ingredient at least—it was cal- 
culated to accommodate the new States without 
depriving one of the old thirteen of a right en- 
joyed since the organization of the Government. 

ith this fact full before him he could not feel 
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| that the two gentlemen from Louisiana displayed 
| their accustomed liberality in urging, as they did, 
| the passage of the bill withoutamendment. New 
| Orleans, doubtless, needed a circuitcourt. From 
| the character of the causes cognizable by the Fed- 
| eral judiciary, that large commercial city ought to 
| have the boon this biil proposed to grant. This 
| was conceded, and the zeal of the gentleman from 
| Louisiana commended while it was displayed in 
| behalf of that feature of this bill which secured to 
| their constituents that which they had a right to 
| demand, and could not but feel they were unjust 
| towards the citizens of Maryland. If New Or- 
| leans had strong claims to the full benefit of all 
the courts organized to enforce the laws of the 
| Union, surely Baltimore, one of the first commer- 
| cial cities of the United States, will be crueliy out- 
| raged by the passage of this bill without amend- 
| ment. 
The bill as it came from the Senate, was an act 
| Of monstrous injustice to Maryland; and that any 
| representative of that State could stand silently by 
| and witness this sacrifice of the rights of his con- 
| stituents, was cause to him of great surprise. 
| With what propriety could the fourth circuit be 
abolished? It appeared from the statements fur- 
ished to the Judiciary Committee by the clerks 
| of the several circuit courts, that in the year 1833 
| the circuit court was in session in Maryland 
eighty-four days, in Delaware six days. From 
the same statement, we learn that similar courts 
sit on an average in the Virginia circuit forty-two 
days, and in the Georgia circuit, thirty-two days 
annually. There is then more business to trans- 
| act in the fourth circuit than there ie in the fifth 
| and sixth circuits united; if either of the Atlantic 
| circuits were therefore to be abolished, it would be 
much more reasonable to blend that of South 
Carolina and Georgia with Virginia and North 
Carolina, than to make the unnatural combination 
which this bill proposes. Ifthe venerable and ven- 
erated Chief Justice was required to hold the 
courts of Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina, 
he would be on the circuit bench one hundred and 
thirty-two days, while Judge Wayne would be on 
the bench only thirty-two days in the year. The 
mere statement of these facts must carry convic- 
tion to the mind of every man, that the true object 
of this bill did not appear on its face. In fact, if 
members would engage seriously and solely in the 
good work of extending the benefits of the Judi- 
| clary system to the whole Union, and not in the 
unholy work of destroying by indirect means an 
estimable citizen, they would conclude as he had 
done, that Maryland needed more a separate cir- 
cuit court than any State south or west of Penn- 
eylvania except the State of Louisiana. The 
States in the interior cannot long furnish many 
causes for the employment of the Federal Jud:- 
ciary. The cases now pending before State courts, 
| in the western States, will be found to have ori- 
ginated chiefly from the fact that this Government 
| is a large landholder. ‘T'respasses committed on 
| the national domain, and suits instituted to enforce 
| contracts growing out of the sale of the public 
lands, will constitute, doubtless, four-fifths of the 
cases which the judges will be called on to decide 
in the circuit courts the bill proposes to establish 
in Illinois, Indiana, and Missouri. The time is 
rapidly approaching when such cases can no 
longer arise, and then the judgeships now about 
to be created for the benefit of these States will 
become meresinecures. How different must be the 
condition of things in Maryland. Baltimore is a 
port of entry, at which is collected more revenue 
than at all the ports of the four southern Atlantic 
| States. 'Tocollect this revenue, the Federal courts 
| are needed, and as its amount wil! increase with 
| the rapidly augmenting business of that city, the 
| labors of these judges will also accumulate. The 
| maritime jurisdiction of the circuit courts too will 
| afford laborious employment to judges in Balti- 
| more, and (through which city the citizens residing 
in Virginia, west of the. Blue Ridge, and in Penn- 
sylvania, on many of the tributary streams of the 
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while in the interior States named, few causes, if || he should not be prevented from delivering his | 


any, could arise under this branch of the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal courts. 

Mr. T. said it was too obvious to require illus- 
tration, that the object of this bill did not appear 
on its face and had not been avowed by those with 
whom it originated. This he would show more 
fully than he had attempted, when it came up for 
consideration in the House, when he proposed to 
make a few brief comments on the facts and state- 
ments with which he had now troubled the com- 
mittee. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing that that body insisted upon their 
amendments to the general appropriation bill, and 
had appointed a committee of conference. 

Mr. POLK moved that the House insist, and 
that a committee of conference be appointed on 


the Senate, and that the number be three. 
Agreed to. 
The committee appointed were Mr. Pork, Mr. 
Evererr, and Mr. Bearpsiey. 


JUDICIARY LIMITS—AGAIN. 

The SPEAKER then left the chair, and the 
House resumed its proceedings in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, on the Judi- 
ciary bill. 

r. MILLIGAN, in order to avoid miscon- 
struction, both here and at home, asked the indul- 
gence of the House to say a few words on the 
subject of this bill. Suits in the State of Delaware 
were like angels visits, few and far between. He 
felt perfectly satisfied that his constituents would 
approve of the bill upon the table. He should 
support it, believing he had their sanction for so 
doing. He concladed by eulogizing the character 
of Judge Marshall. 

Mr. CARMICHAEL aaid, if the amendment 


of the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Harpy] || 


was agreed to, he would vote for the bill, other- 
wise he should feel it his duty to enter into a 
detailed discussion of the merits of the bill. After 
some further remarks, he yielded the floor to 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, who suggested 
that it would facilitate the business of the House, 


if the committee should rise and report their pro- | 


ceedings to the House. 


Mr. FILLMORE expressed a similar wish. 


Mr. Carmicuart here yielded the floor, in || G& : Hain f 
| from his intention to make this either an Admin- | 
istration or an anti-Administration question; the | 


order that the report of the joint committee of 


conference on the disagreement of the two Houses, | 


in relation to amendments to the general appro- 
priation bill, might be made. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, Mr. 
POLK, from the joint committee of conference, 
reported that the committee had unanimously 
agreed to recommend to the House to recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
making aot for the salary of a Minis- 
ter to Great Britain, and Secretary of Legation, 
and that the salary of a Minister to Great Britain 
be stricken out. This branch of the report was 
concurred in by the House, as also the recom- 
mendation that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate, makin 
an appropriation to Samuel Slater, to Gales 
Seaton, for printing congressional documents, and 
making an appropriation for printing five thousand 
copies of the report of the committee on the West 
Point Academy. 

The joint committee of conference further recom- 
mended that the Senate recede from their amend- 
ments in relation to land claims in Missouri, and 
an appropriation for a road in Alabama. 

The House then insisted upon the two latter 
amendments. 

JUDICIAL LIMITS—AGAIN. 

The House being again in Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HARDIN proposed to amend the 
bill by striking out seven and inserting eight as 
applied to the number of judges of the circuit, 
with several other amendments relative to its 
location and boundaries. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, said his coll © 
(Mr. Canmicnast] had given way on the under- 





| theref ecessary, and th 
the part of that House to meet the committee of || with ome’ wae eee 





views on it by the motion for the previous ques- 


tion. 
| Mr. BEARDSLEY rose 
an amendment to this bill. 








(he said) to propose 


FORTIFICATION BILL—-THREE MILLIONS. 





A message was here received from the Senate, | 


and the Speaker having resumed the chair, the 
House took up the amendment to the fortification 
bill, appropriating the $3,000,000, and the resolu- 
tion of the Senate that it would insist on its dis- 
| agreement. 


Mr. GHOLSON expressed a fervent hope that 
the House would e from its amendment. He 


was conscious that no man, woman, or child, in 
| the United States, who had any intelligence of the 
|| matter, seriously believed that France would de- 
|| clare war against this country. Theappropriation 
ouse might 
ropriety abandon the amendment. He 

moved that the House do recede. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG said he trusted the 
|| House would not recede. If no measures were 
| to be taken for the defence of the country, let the 
| Senate take the responsibility. 
| Mr. GORDON was in favor of receding. The 

amendment was extremely objectionable. It was 
unparalleled in the legislative history of our coun- 
try. It placed the purse and the sword both in 
the hands of the Executive, and made the legisla- 
tive subservient to the executive power. 
but yesterday that we were told emphatically that 
there was to be no war with France. To-night, 
at the moment of adjournment, we were called 


hands of the Executive to provide for the contin- 
gencies of war. 

Mr. BYNUM said he trusted in God this House 
would not recede from this amendment. This 
was an opposition evidently not to the measure, 
but to the Executive. This question between 
|| America and France was about to be tortured into 
an Administration and an anti-Administration 
| question. Mr. B. said he was sorry to see the 
opposition to it come from the quarter it did; there 
were certain parts of this country, and certain 





to the President the expenditure of ten dollars— 
but the American people had shown that they 
would intrust in his hands ten millions. 

Mr. GHOLSON here explained. It was far 





|| opposition which he made to this measure he 
| would extend to the Father of his Country, were 
| he to rise and propose it. 

Mr. BYNUM continued. He could not be 
| deceived—this was evidently a measure of oppo- 
|| sition to the Administration; and there were men 
who would ae see the banner of France 
waving over your Capitol, rather than lose the 
|| Opportunity of making a thrast at the Adminis- 
| tration. Hecould see throughit. Another branch 
|| of this Government, not satisfied with endeavor- 
|| ing to thwart the patriotic views of the Executive, 
must now attempt to legislate for us. 
triumph, and he asked where is your inde 











your Government. 


Mr. WISE said he agreed with his colleague | 


{Mr. Guotson] that this was no pitiful Adminis- 
tration or anti-Administration question. It was 
| a national question, and in that view he, for one, 
| had voted for it. But Mr. W. said he rose more 
| especially to notice a remark of another colleague, 


he denied. He asked how we were situated at 
the commencement of the last war with Great 
Britain? Was not the samecrythen heard? And 
how did we then find ourselves prepared for the 
emergency ? He defied the gentieman asa lawyer, 


It was | 


upon to place the whole public treasure in the | 


| men in it, he was aware, who would not intrust | 
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tive power. Mr. W. did not distinctly reco 
whether his colleague {Mr. Gorpon] arerora 
the “ peace resolution”’ of his other colleague. 
(Mr. Arncuer.] Mr. W. said for himself he 
could say he did vote for it. But he believed jn 
the propriety of in peace preparing for war. He 
did believe there absolutely existed a danger, a 
prospect of war; and in the event of its occurrence 
every fortification on your coast was liable to fai| 
into the hands of a strong maritime Power. He 
wished to give his constituents information—and 
he regretted that he was compelled to use the time 
of the House to tell them that such was the danger 
in which their interests stood. He believed the 
appropriation to be politic and necessary; and he 
would adhere to it. 

Mr. McKENNAN here moved the previous 
question; which was seconded. 

The main question was then put on the motion 
of Mr. Guotson, to recede from the amendment 
of the House, appropriating $3,000,000 for the 
support of fortifications, at taken by yeas and 
. as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. JohnQ. Adama, Heman Allen, 
Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, Barber, Barnitz, 
Barringer, Beatty, Bouldin, Campbell, Chambers, 
Chinn, Claiborne, William Clark, Clowney, Cor- 
win, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Davis, Daven- 
me Deberry, Dickson, Evans, Edward Everett, 

orace Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Foster, 
Philo C. Fuller, Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gil- 
mer, Gordon, Graham, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland 
Hall, Hard, Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, 
Hiester, William Jackson, William C. Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, King, Lay, 
Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Martindale, Marshall, 
McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Miner, 
Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Potts, Ram- 
say, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, William B. Shep- 
ard, Spangler, Steele, Stewart, William P. Taylor, 
Philemon Thomas, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vance, 
Vinton, Watmough, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, 
Williams, Wilson, Young—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Bull, Burns, By- 
num, Cage, Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Samuel Clark, Clay, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, 
Day, Denny, Duniap, Forester, William K. Fuller, 
Fulton, Galbraith, Gillet, Joseph Hall, ‘Thomas 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Joseph M. 
Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, 
Heath, Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, Hunting- 
ton, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah 
Johnson, Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, 
Lansing, Lea, Lee, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, 
Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, 
John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 
Mclintire, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, 












Let them | 
=| 
dence? where your constitutional power? where | 
_your republican Government? Gone, sunk in | 
oblivion, and you have a rank aristocracy fer | 


_[Mr. Gorvon,} who had said this amendment | 
| vested legislative powers in the Executive; that it | 
unites the purse with the sword. ‘Fhis position | 


Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Parker, 
Patterson, Pearce, Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Plum- 
mer, Polk, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, Augustine 
H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, Standifer, 
Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, 
Turner, Torrill, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wag- 
ener, Wardwell, Webster, White, Wise—110. 

So the House refused to recede from its amend- 
ment. 

The House went again into committee on the 
judiciary bill. 

JUDICIAL LIMITS—AGAIN. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY sent his amendment to the 
Chair on the judiciary bill, being an additional 
section to the bill, providing for certain alterations 
in the circuit of New York, and making it the 
second circuit. Also, that the places of holding 
the same should be at Albany and Utica. 

Mr. B. gave a brief explanation of the reasons 
which had induced him to prepare this amend- 
ment. The northern district of New York had 
now nothing more than one district court, and an 
extension was greatly desired. It might be in- 

uired what were the population and business that 
the roposed circuit embraced. It contained twelve 
or fourteen hundred thousand inhabitants, who 










| 


' a constitutional lawyer, to show in what respect || employed as much capital as any other region of 


the legislative power was placed in the hands of || the same size in the country. The bill provided 
the Executive. Mr. W. said he was as much || for the erection of two new circuit courts in the 
opposed as his honorable colleague could be tothe || western country, a measure for which Mr. B. was 
| overweening and all-grasping tendency of execu- |! decidedly in favor. The first of these two circuits 
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comprised the States of Missouri, Indiana, and 
Illinois. These three States were represented by 
twelve members in that House, less than one-half 
of the ey my, to C from the northern 
district of New York. The second circuit was 
intended to embrace Louisiana, Alabama, and 
Mississippi; who were there represented by nine 
members, and all of which were considerably less 
in population than one-half the size of the northern 
district of New York. In all these States, and 
throughout the whole region of country, they 
already enjoyed all the benefits of the judicial sys- 
tem. Mr. B. appealed to his western friends, that 
while they were anxious, and justly so, to obtain 
so desirable a matter for themselves, they would 
not be unmindful of the claims of so large a section 
of country as that for which he was now advo- 


ting. 
—_ FILLMORE begged leave tosuggest to his 
honorable colleague to make one of the places of 
holding the court farther west. Utica was nearly 
four hundred miles from the western part of the 
State of New York, and Albany was still further 
objectionable from the same ground. Mr. F. 
would suggest Rochester or Buffalo. He moved 
to strike out Albany and insert Buffalo. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY explained, that he had in- 
serted Albany because it was the capital of the 
State; and Utica already had one term a year, and 
it would be better to continue it there. Person- 
ally, he would say, he had no objection to the 
amendment, bat he wasconvinced the public ben- 
efit would be better consulted by fixing it as he 
had done, and he hoped the amendment would not 
be adopted. 

Mr. FOSTER wished to remind gentlemen that 
there was only one hour and three quarters re- 
maining of the session, and he hoped further dis- 
cussion would be dropped. 

Mr. FILLMORE said the bill proposed to estab- 
lish two circuits within one hundred miles of each 
other, and leave other, and not less impertant 
parts of the State, at a distance of four hundred 
miles, 

Mr. Fittmore’s amendment was adopted with- 
out a division. 

Mr. Bearps.ey’s amendment, as amended, was 
also adopted—ayes 80, noes 46. 

The bill, as amended, was then laid aside; and 
the committee took up and considered the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill to increase the engineer corps; 

A bill for the relief of David Beard. The amend- 
ment to this bill was agreed to. 

A bill relative to the accounts of our consul at 
London; 

A bill to continue the Subsistence Depart- 
ment; and 

A bill for the relief of the Corporations of Wash- 
ington, Alexandria, and Georgetown. 

All which bills were severally agreed to, and 
laid aside to be reported to the House. 

_ The committee then took up the bill to carry 
into effect the convention with Spain. 

The question was on concurring with the Sen- 
ate in their amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG explained, that the char- 
acter of the bill had been materially changed by 
the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The committee then rose, and the Chairman 
(ie. Speicnt) reported the foregoing bills to the 
ouse. 


The bill, to establish branches of the mint of the 
United States was then read a third time. 

On the passage of the bill, Mr. C. P. WHITE 
demanded the yeasand nays; which were ordered 
- taken, when there appeared— yeas 114, nays 


So the bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
message was received from the Senate an- 
nouncing that that body still adhered to their dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the House to the 


ball making appropriation for certain fortifica- 


Mr. CAMBRELENG moved.that the House 
do still adhere to its amendment. 

Mr. WILDE said he believed if the House 
should still adhere, there would be the end of 
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ference with the Senate, and the bill would be 


ost. 

Mr. MERCER moved that the House recede 
from its amendment. 

Mr. LYTLE objected to any conciliatory meas- 
ures on the part of the House. It had already 

me as far as prudence or patience could dictate. 
t had conceded every thing to-night that it could 
with honor concede, and it was time to tire of con- 
cession. Let it (said Mr. L.) now remain with 
the peers to answer for the consequences. He 
wished to fasten—to nail the responsibility there. 
He would not have the House to abandon the 
elevated ground which it now occupied. Without 
an appropriation, the country would be left open 
and defenceless. That appropriation the House 
had tendered, and the country would put its seal 
of reprobation on the pusillanimous act which 
thwarted the measure. 

Mr. HAWES called for the previous question, 
which being seconded, the question was taken on 
the motion of Mr. Mercer to recede. It was 
decided in the negative by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows—yeas 88, nays 114. i 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q@. Adams, Heman Al- 
len, Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, Barber, Bar- 
nitz, Barringer, Beatty, Bouldin, Briggs, Bull, 
Campbell, Chambers, Chinn, William Clark, 
Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, 
Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Dickson, 
Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, 
Felder, Fillmore, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Garland, Gholson, Gilmer, Gordon, Grennell, 
Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, James Har- 
per, Hazeltine, Hiester, William Jackson, Wil- 
liam C. Johnson, Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
King, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Marshall, Me« 
Carty, McKay, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
Miner, Parker, Patton, Phillips, Pickens, Pinck- 
ney, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, 
Slade, Spangler, Steele, Stewart, William P. 
Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Trumbull, Tweedy, 
Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Frederick Whittle- 
sey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, Williams, Wiil- 
son, Young— 88. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, John J. Allen, 
William Allen, Anthony, Bates, Baylies, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bell, Binney, Blair, 
Bockee, Boon, Brown, Bunch, Cage, Cambre- 
leng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Samuel 
Clark, Clay, Coffee, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, 
Day, Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Ferris, For- 
ester, William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gil- 
let, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Haw- 
kins, Hawes, Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, 
Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Luke Lea, 
Thomas Lee, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah 
Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, John 
Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, MclIntire, Mc- 
Kim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, 
Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, Muh- 
lenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, Patterson, 
Pearce, Peyton, Piedeo Pierson, Polk, Reynolds, 
Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Smith, Speight, Standi- 
fer, William Taylor, Francis Thomas, Turner, 
Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Whalion, White, 
Wise—114. 

Mr. HUBBARD then moved that the House 
insist upon their amendment, and ask a joint com- 
mittee of conference. Mr. H. asked to be excused 
from serving on the committee. 

The motion toinsist was agreed to; and Messrs. 
CamBrecenc and Lewis appointed on the part of 
the House. 


HARBOR OF ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. ASHLEY moved to take up the bill for 
improving the harbor of St. Louis, as next in 
order, which was refused—it being alleged that 
the 3d of March had expired, and that the House 
had no right to do any further business. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The bill for the continuation and repair of the 
Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Illinois, was, on motion of Mr. THOMAS, 
of Maryland, read the third time and passed— 


matter, ‘fhere could then be no further con- || yeas 93, nays 81. 
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. TIME OF ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. JARVIS rose to a question of order. He 
desired to Know whether the functions of the 
son had not ceased, it being twelve o’clock at 
night, 

he CHAIR intimated a disinclination to enter+ 
tain the question. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, moved that the House 


adjourn. 

The SPEAKER said that the parliamentary 
course would be to adopt a resolution regularly 
adjourning the House. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. EVANS and 
J.Q@. ADAMS— 

The SPEAKER said it was in order for the 
House to adjourn if it thought proper. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, appéaled to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Jones] to withdraw 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ADAMS said if it was true that the func- 
tions of this House had ceased, the gentleman 
from Georgia had no right to make the motion, 
and it would be unnecessary. 

Mr. JONES withdrew his motion at the request 


of 

Mr. SMITH, who offered the usual resolution 
for the appointment of a committee to wait on the 
President, and inform him that the House was 
ready to adjourn, and that a similar message be 
sent to the Senate, &c. 

Mr. GARLAND objected to the reception of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER decided that it was in order. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, asked the gentleman 
to withdraw the resolution, for the: purpose of 
taking up the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, to pay the Hon. Rosert P. Lercner the 
usual allowance of a member of the House for the 
last session of Congress. 

The resolution was withdrawn, when the reso- 
lution of the Committee of Elections was taken 
up, the preamble stricken out, and the question 
being on the amendment proposed .- Mr. Har- 
pin, to make a similar provision for Mr. Taomas 
P. Moore, 

Mr. WILDE moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—yeas 69, nays 65. 

The question being on the adoption of the reso- 
lution reported by the committee, 

Mr. PARKER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 113, nays 
3; no quorum voting. 

Mr. JARVIS moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WILDE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call of the roll, 
but before he had gone through with the same, 

Mr. GARLAND rose to a question of order. 
He inquired whether members who were in their 
seats were not bound to vote on the question un- 
less excused by the House? 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. GARLAND then stated that a gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bearpsiex] had not 


voted. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said that making all allow- 
ances for difference of time-pieces, it would be 
admitted by all that the hour of twelve had arrived. 
Being persuaded of that fact, he considered hie 
constitutional functions as a member of the House, 
as having ceased, and were at anend. He wss, 
therefore, not called on to vote upon any question 
which might be propounded. 

A motion was then made to excuse Mr. Bearps- 
Ley from voting; but a majority appearing in the 


negative, 

“Mr. GARLAND withdrew his objections, and 
the roll was called through. 

The vote on the motion to adjourn was an- 
nounced to be—yeas 15, nays 102; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. GILMER also declined voting, on the 

und that his functions as a member of the 
ouse had ceased at twelve o’clock. 

The SPEAKER, by consent, laid before the 
House the following communications: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, in relation 
to the expenditures for arms manufactured at the 
several armories of the United States; which was 
laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the same in relation to | 
the transportation and disbursement of Indian 
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annuities; which was laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. 
And a communication from the Postmaster 


General. 5 

Mr. CONNOR moved that it be laid on the 
table and printed. a) 

Mr. EVANS said the latter communication ap- 

red to be an appeal to the public through this 
ae. It asked no legislative action, and from a 
ce at ite commencement he discovered that 

r. Barry had styled the report of the committee 
an aspersion upon his character. He submitted 
whether it was proper that the House should order 
the printing of this paper. ; 

Mr. CONNOR said he had read no part of this 
communication. He understood from one of his 
colleagues ef the committee, [Mr. Brarpsiey,] 
who had hastily glanced over the communication, 
that it was respectful to the committee and the 
House. It was a review of the reports. For one 
he would say, that if the committee were mis- 
taken, and if they had fallen into errors, he should 
be happy to have them corrected. He was in 
favor of printing the communication. 

Mr. MILL said the House had ordered 
both of the reports to be printed, without hearing 
either of them read; and he was in fever of print- 
ing this communication, in order that it might 
accompany the documents to which he had re- 
ferred. The Postmaster General had alleged that 
his character had been implicated, and he had 
made an explanation. It was nothing but fair 
that it should be printed. That officer had not an 
opportunity of being present at the investigations 
of the comggjttee, which he should have had. It 
was but an act of common justice to permit his 
defence to go along with the reports of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY was proceeding to 
address the House, but _ way to a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Lownizs, as follows: 

** Resolved, That a message be sent to the honor- 
‘able the House of Representatives, respectfully 
‘to remind the House of the report of the commit- 
‘tee of conference appointed on the disagreeing 
* votes of the two Houses, on the amendment of 
‘the House to the amendment of the Senate to 
‘ the bill respecting the fortifications of the United 
* States.’ 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said that the committee 
of conference of the two Houses had met, and 
had concurred in an amendment which was very 
unsatisfactory to him. It proposed an uncondi- 
tional appropriation of $300,000 for arming the 
fortifications, and $500,000 for repairs of and equip- 
ping our vessels of war—an amount totally inade- 
quate, if it should be required, and more than was 
necessary, if it should not be. When he came 
into the House from the conference, they were 
calling the yeas and nays on the resolution to pay 
the compensation due the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Letc :er;}] he voted on that resolu- 
tion, but there was no quorum voting. On a 
subsequent proposition to adjourn, the yeas and 
nays were called, and again there was no quorum 
voting. Under such circumstances, and at two 
o’cl in the morning, he did not feel authorized 
to present to the House an appropriation of 
$200,000. He regretted the loss, not only of the 
appropriation for the defence of the country, but 
of the whole fortification bill; but let the responsi- 
bility fall where it ought—on the Senate of the 
United States. The House had discharged its 
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duty to the country. It had sent the fortification || ing Mr. Seiiun for his attendance on the : 


bill to the Senate with an additional appropriation, 
entirely for the defence of the country. ‘The 
Senate had rejected that appropriation without 
even deigning to propose any amendment what- 
ever, either in form or amount. The House sent 
it a second time, and a second time no amend- 
ment was proposed, but the reverse; the Senate 
adhered, without condescending to ask even a 
conference. Had that body asked conference 
in the first instance, some provision would have 
been made for defence, and the fortification bill 
would have been saved before the hour arrived 
which terminated the existence of the present 
House of Representatives. As it was, the com- 
mittees did not concur till this House had ceased 
to exist—the yeas and nays had been twice taken 
without a quorum—the bill was evidently lost, and 
the Senate must take the responsibility of leaving 
the country defenceless. He could not feel au- 
thorized to report the hill to the House, situated 
as it was, and at this hour in the morning; but if 
any other member of the committee of conference 
proposed to do it, he should make no objection, 
though he believed such a proposition utterly in- 
effectual at this hour; for no member could, at this 
hour in the morning, be compelled to vote. 

Mr. LEWIS asked if there was a quorum in 
the House? . 

A count being had, it appeared that only 114 
members were in attendance, which was nota 


uorum. 
- Mr. FILLMORE moved an adjournment, but 
withdrew the motion at the request of 
Mr. LOVE, who moved a call of the House. 
Mr. CARMICHAEL renewed the motion to 


adjourn. 

Mr. WILDE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 35, nays 76. 
No quorum. 

Mr. SMITH moved that a message be sent to 
the Senate, informing that body that this House, 
having completed the business before it, was ready 
to adjourn. 

A message was received from the Senate by Mr. 
Lownie, their Secretary, announcing that the Sen- 
ate, having completed its business, were ready to 
adjourn. 

r. MERCER contended that under the Con- 
stitution and practice of the House it was not 
bound to adjourn at twelve o’clock at night on the 
third of March. - 

Mr. HARDIN contended that under the Con- 
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at the last session was again taken up. — 

Mr. MANN, of New York, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the — of the resolution. 

Mr. BARRINGER said the gendeman from 
New York had no right to make a motion, inas. 
much as he did not believe that the body was in 
existence. 

Mr. MANN replied that he was as much a 
member of the House as any other gentleman. 

The yeas and nays were refused; but a count 
being called for, there appeared for the resolution 
—72, — it 3; no quorum. 

Mr. Smirn’s resolution in relation to the ad- 
journment was then read. 

Mr. PARKER wished toask gentlemen whether 
they could vote that the business was finished. 
He referred to the situation of the bill making 
appropriations for fortifications. The House had 
appointed a committee of conference. That com- 
mittee had not reported; and the important meas- 
ure remained unacted on. 

Mr. PHILLIPS inquired whether the report 
of the committee of conference had been sub- 


mitted. 
The CHAIR was understood to say that it had 


not. 

Mr. C. LYON moved to amend Mr. Smiru’s 
resolution by informing the Senate that the House, 
having no quorum to do business, was ready to 
adjourn. 

Mr. REED said that we could have a quorum 
when one was wanted. That House had not done 
its duty— 

(Here Mr. Reep was called to order by several 
members. He, however, continued his remarks 
for some moments amid calls to order and much 
ay are 

Mr. CAMBRELENG regretted as much asthe 

entleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Reep] the 
oss of the fortification bill; but he protested against 
the right of this body at half past two in the 
morning of the 4th of March to call gentlemen 
here, who in honor and in conscience believed 
themselves no longer members of this body. The 
bill was lost, and the Senate must be held respon- 
sible to the country, for no member could now be 
compelled to answer to the call. 

r. BARRINGER said that the bill had been 
lost by intrigue here. 

Mr. LEWIS moved a call of the House; which 
was negatived. 

Mr. J. Y. MASON said that he understood 


stitution the House could not continue in session || that the Senate had adjourned; it was therefore 


after twelve o’clock at night on the third of March. 
He insisted that the House had continued in 
session more than two hours beyond the time 
which ee a right to sit. 

Mr. PARKER said the first Congress assembled 
at ten or eleven o’clock on the 4th of March, and 
the functions of this body would not cease until 
that time of day on the 4th. 

Mr. BRIGGS said, as there was no quorum he 
could not see the propriety of sending a messa 
to the Senate. is honorable colleague (Mr. 
Avams] had said the other day, that this House 


would be numbered with the dead on the 3d of 


March. That day had passed, and he would 
only say that, if we were numbered among the 
dead, we were the most noisy dead that he had 
ever seen. 

COMPENSATION TO MR. LETCHER. 


i 


On motion of Mr. WILDE, the resolution pay- 





unnecessary to pass a resolution on the subject. 
He moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MERCER said he understood that the 
Senate had not adjourned. : 

Mr. MASON said he obtained his information 
from a member of the House. 

Mr. SPANGLER asked for the yeas and nays 
on the adjournment; which were ordered. 

The Clerk was proceeding with the call of the 
roll, when 

Mr. BARRINGER said that the Senate had 
undoubtedly adjourned. He moved to suspend 
the call of the yeas and nays; which was agreed 


The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

Mr. SPEAKER BELL then rose, and after 
delivering an appropriate valedictory address, 
adjourned the House at three o’clock, a. m., with- 
out day. 








